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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1997 

O.N- 230.—Whereas, the Election Commission 
of India is satisfied that the coruesting candidates 
specified in column (4) of the Table below at the 
Genera! Election to the Legislative Assembly held 
in February, 1997 in the State of Punjab, as specified 
in column (2) and held from constituency corres¬ 
pondingly specified in column (3) against their 
names have either failed to lodge any account of 
their election expenses, or have failed to lodge their 
account of election expenses in time and]or in the 
manner specified by law, as shown in column (5) 
of the Table, as required by the Representation of 


the People Act. 1951 and the Rules made there¬ 
under; 

And whereas, die sa : d candidates have tidier not 
furnished any teason or explanation for tire said 
failure even after due notice or the Election Com¬ 
mission, after considering the representation made 
by them, if any. is satisfied that they have no good 
reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefoie, in pursuance of Section 10A of 
the said Act. the Election Commission hereby 
declares the person specified in column (4 ) of the 
Tabic below to be disqualified for bemg chosen as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parlia¬ 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State'L T nion Territory far a period of 
three years from the date of this order. 
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TABLE 


SI. Particulars of election 

No. 

No. and Name of 
Constituency 

Name and address of 
contesting candidate 

R, ason for disquali¬ 
fication 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to the 
Legislative Assembly 
hel in 1997 in the 

State of Punjab 

29-JuIIundur 

Cantonment 

Shri Alep, 

173, New Jawahar Nagar. 
Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

2. -do- 

30-Ju!lundur North 

Shri Rishi Pal, 

New Baldev Nagar, 

Bhatha Market, 

Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

3. -do- 

31-Jullundur Central 

Shri Subhash Chander, 

N.F. 46-Qilla Mohalla, 

Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

4. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Gagan Kumar, 

V.P.O. Lambra, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

5. -do- 

33-Kartarpur CSC) 

Shri Swaran Singh, 

Jallowal Colony, 

P.O. Jallowal, 

Distt. Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

6, -do- 

35-Nakodar 

Surjit Kaur, 

Vill. & P.O. Shankar, 

Teh. Nakodar, 

Distt. Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Chinder Pal “Rana”, 

Vill. & P.O. Kahana Dhesian, 

Teh. Phillaur, 

Distt. Jalandhar, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

8. -do- 

60-Ludhiana Rural 

Shri Chitranjan Kumar, 

Office CPI (ML) 

Sherpur Fauji Colony, 

Sher Kalan, 

Ludhiana, 

Punjab. 

Kdc- 

9. -do- 

69-Kharar 

Shri Bhav Khandan Singh, 

H. No. 1917, Phase-5, 

Mohali, 

Punjab. 

-do- 

10. -do- 

76-PatiaIa Town 

Shri ffider Kumar, 

1938/2, Ahlulwalia Street, 

Arna Bama Chowk, 

Patiala, 

Punjab. 

-do- 
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11. General Election to <,he 76-PWiaki TV', .11 
Lc islr.liv ■ Ass mbly 
held in 1994 in th-* 

‘bficc cf Punjab 

! 2. -do -do- 


13. -do- 81-Malcrkotla 


14. -do- 99-Moga 


Shri H:ri Singh Rami, 

4574, Street No. 2, 

Angadpura, 

Near Sirhandi Gate, 

Patiala, Punjab 

Sbri Mussa Khan, 

B-263, Pi wan Uday Singh Street. 
Adalat Bazar, 

Patiala, Punjab 

Smt. Harpal Knur, 

Vill. & P.O. Rhogiv,al, 

Tehsil Malerkotla, 

Punjab 

Shri Victor Samuel, 

Mission School Compound, 
Moga, Punjab 


Failure to ledge any 
account of election 
expenses. 


-do- 


1 


u- 


-do- 


[No. 76/PB-LA 97(3)] 
By Order, 
K.J. RAO, Secy. 


df ferfr, 8 VTTJTC 1997 

ht. *r. 231:—vfafwr, 1951(1951 4 ir 43 ) 4 rt«rm ios * tttgtr, fr ik* 
scnhbr 1996 Tt srsfr rr. 3 n fawn faw swr v Tr<Vsi 26 ttct, 1997 % 

fsrohr vT tr^jro imftpr *px?tt % 1 

(fafabr wFff^RT ^trinfr uur 4 wr | ) 

|S‘. 8 2/f?f. sr.-eft. E . / 3/96] 

5 rr^?r ?r, 

%. #. tw, afar* 


New Delhi, the 8th October, 1997 

O.N. 231.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Flection 
Commission hereby publishes Judgement dated 26th August, 
1997 of the High Court of Himachal Pradesh at Shimla in 
Election Petition No. 3 of 1996. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH 
SHIMLA 

Election Petition No. 3 of 1996 
Sanjuy Kumar Sharma Date of decision August 26, 1997 

Petitioner 


Versus 


Sat Mahajan .. Respondent 

Co ram 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice R. L. Khurana, J. 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice 
The Hon’ble Mr. Justice 

For the Petitioner(s) —Mr. Rajendra Kishore Sharma, 
Advocate. 

For the Respondent (s) —Mr, M. S. Chandel and Mr. 

Deepak Gupta, Advocates. 

R, L Khurana, J. 


The elections to the 11th Lok Sabha were held in April 
1996, In such elections, respondent Sat MahajaD was dec¬ 
lared elected from 3-Kangra Parliamentary Constituency of 
Himachal Pradesh 011 9 5-1996, There were us many as fifteen 
candiduies in this Constituency, who contested the elections. 

By value of the present petition preferred under sections 
SO and 100 read with section 123, Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 (For short ‘the Act’), the petitioner, who 
is a voter in Ward No. 8, Dliarainsula, forming part of this 
constituency, lias cal’cd in question the election of the res¬ 
pondent and has prayed that— 

(a) the election of respondent from 3-Kangia Parlia¬ 
mentary CoDstitucncv be declared null and void 
quashed and set aside; and 

(b) the respondent be disqualified from contesting any 
election for a period of six years, as per law. 

The petitioner has based his petition on the sole ground 
that the respondent was guilty of corrupt practices as defined 
under section 123 of tile Act. It has been averred in paras 
7 to 12 of the petition in the following, terms ; 

“7. That tile election of the icspondcnt, Shri Sat Mahajan, 
is liable to be set aside and declared as void and illegal on 
tlie ground that he is guilty of corrupt practice under section 



986 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 25,1997/KARTIKA 3, 1919 [Part II— Sec. 3(iii)] 


123 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 (hereinafter 
to be called as the Act). 

8. That the maximum limit for the election expenditure, 
as prescribed for the election of Lok Sabha in Himachal 
Pradesh is Rs. 4,15,000/- for each Parliamentary Constituency. 
However, the respondent has spent much more than the pres¬ 
cribed limit, as authorLed and prescribed, in the election. 
The respondent and prescribed, in the election. The respon¬ 
dent in his return of election expenditure has shown the total 
expenses incurred by him in the election as Rs. 2,60,152.79. 
An attested copy of the said expenditure return of the res¬ 
pondent, alongwith his affidavit sworn and filed in support 
of the said return are enclosed herewith as Annexurc P-1 and 
P-2, respectively. The respondent has not submitted the true 
and correct expenditure return of his election expenditure and 
he has spent more than the maximum limit authorised and 
prescribed. 


9. That Shri Virbhadra Singh, the Chief Minister Himachal 
Pradesh, with the consent of the respondent used the Heli¬ 
copter for campaigning, canvassing and electioneering work 
for securing votes tor the respondent in the constituency, with 
a view to win the election. In the return, Annexure P-1, the 
total expenditure towards the use of Helicopter has been 
shown ns Rs. 39,292.00. In the return, it has been mentioned 
that this expenditure is shown on the basis of voucher No. 
196 but this voucher No. 196 is a simple letter written from 
the office of the Himachal Pradesh Congress Committee, A 
copy of the letter dated 1-5-1996 is enclosed herewith as 
Annexure P-3. However, it will be pertinent to mention 
here that on 3-4-1996, the Helicopter started from Sappri, 
Tehsil Dehra, District Kangra and it reached at Oaggal at 
11 a.m. This was a flight of half an hour and the charges 
paid for this half an hour flight are Rs. 45,000/- (Rs. Forty 
five thousand) according to the prescribed rates. This Heli¬ 
copter was made to halt at Gaggal for three hours and the 
halting charges at the rate of Rs. 55,000/- per hour were 
paid. As such, tho total amount, during the election cam¬ 
paign of Kangra Parliamentary Constituency for hiring of the 
Helicopter comes to Rs. 2,10,000/-, while in the return only 
an amount of Rs. 39,292/- has been shown by the respon¬ 
dent. The Helicopter, which is used normally by the Slate 
Government has been taken by it on lease from M/s. Masco 
Airlines, New Delhi. The rate of the flight of the Helicopter 
has been agreed to be paid at Rs. 90,000/- per hour. The 
information about the lease of the Helicopter and its rates/ 
charges is being given on the basis of the reply tabled on 
the floor of the Himachal Pradesh Vidhan Sabha in answer 
to starred question No. 2271, on 11-1-1996, by the Chief 
Minister. Copy of the question and its answer arc enclosed 
herewith as Annexures P-4 and P-5, respectively. 

As such, the respondent is guilty of filing and submitting 
an incorrect statement of expenditure. He is further guilty 
of swearing a false affidavait, which he has enclosed along- 
with his expenditure return. 

In view of the position explained above, in this para, the 
respondent has incurred an expenditure in contravention of 
section 77 of the Act and thus he is guilty of corrupt prac¬ 
tice as mentioned in sub-section (6) of section 123 of the 
Act. 


10. That during Ihe e'ection, the respondent has got pub¬ 
lished advertisement in the various newspapers. He has also 
got published the tour programme of Shri Virbhadra Singh, 
the Ch ; cf Minister of Himachal Pradesh, in various newspapers 
for his canvassing, electioneering work in the constituency 
wilh a view to win the election, in this return The total 
expendible shown in Annexure P-1 for the newspaper ad¬ 
vertisements is Rs. 13,770/1 but in fact, the respondent has 
spent n sum of Rs. 1,50.000 for getting the advertisements 
published in connection with this election compaiftn ill vur 
ious newspapers, the particulars of which are as under . 
Name of Newspaper ® at0 


Punjab Kesari 
(Pub'ished by Hind 
Samacbar Ltd.), Jullundur 

Jansaiia 


12-4-1996 

14- 4-1996 

17- 4-1996 
23-4-1996 
12-4-1996 

15- 4-1996 

18- 4-1996 
26-4-1996 


Name of Newspaper 

Date 

Vir Partap 

12-4-1996 


15-4-1996 

Ajit Samachar 

12-4-1996 


15-4-1996 


26-4-1996 

Dainik Tribune 

15-4-1996 


The bill (voucher) issued by the Hind Samachar Limited 
to n.maclial rrauesh Congress Committee, bhuiua, regai ding 
the above mentioned newspaper (Punjab Kesri) is eric.osed 
herewith as Annexure P-6, The newspaper cutting of Punjab 
Kesri, published by Hind Samacnar Limited, Juilunaur, are 
enclosed herewith as Annexure* P-7|A to P-7JP, respectively. 

The payment in respect of publication of advertisement 
published in Jansatta was settled oy the rimnrenal Pradesn 
Congress Committee with the newspaper at Rs. y,938|-. This 
fact is clear trom the letter dated 28-5-1996, written from 
the H. P, Congtess Committee, Sliimla to the advertisement 
Manager, JansaUa. Copy off the letter is enclosed herewith 
as Annexure P-8. The clippings of the newspaper (Jansatta) 
dated 12-4-1996, 15-4-1996, 18-4-1996 and 26-4-1996, are 
enclosed herewith as Annexures P-9|A to P-9|D, respectively. 

The Virpartap, Jullundur, has issued the bills for the afore¬ 
said publications vide 1141 Nos. 27005, 27015. 27026. 27048, 
2/053, 27034, respectively. The clippings of the newspaper 
for 12ih and 15th April, 1996, are enclosed herewith aa 
Annexures P-10]A and P-10|B, respectively. 

The Bill No. 1. .C1492 dated 12-4-1996 is enclosed here¬ 
with as Annexurc P-12 for publication of advertisement in 
Ajit Samachar. Bill No. 1-C 1562 dated 15-4-1996 are cn- 
c,osed herewith as Annexuies P-11 and P-12, respectively. 
Clippings of the newspaper dated 12th, 15th and 26th April, 
19*6. are enclosed herewith as Annexure* P-13|A to P-13IC, 
respectively. 

The cutting from Dainik Tribune, dated 15th April, 1996, 
publishing the tour programme of Prime Minister of India, 
is also enclosed herewith as Annexurc P-14. 

11. That the respondent in his return has shown only an 
amount of Rs. 13,770(- for newspaper advertisements tor the 
election. In fact, the total amount for these advertisements, 
wn,ch falls to the share of tho respondent and spent by turn 
lor this purpose, comes to Rs. l,5p,000|-. 

In view of the position explained, in paras 10 and 11 supra, 
the respondent has incurred the expenditure in contravention 
of section 77 of the Act and he is guilty of corrupt practices 
as mentioned in tub-section (6) of section 123 of the Act. 
As he has supported the return of expenditure with an affi¬ 
davit and the said affidavit has thus been falsely sworn, there¬ 
fore, the respondent is also guilty of suppressing the material 
and correct facts and swearing the false affidavit. Therefore, 
the election of the respondent is liable to be quashed and set 
aside. 

12. l’hut Shri P. V. Narsingharao, the then Prime Minister 
of India and Congress President, Indian National Congress, 
visited Kangra on 15-4-3996, at 2 p.m. and addressed a public 
rally|mecling at Kangra Committee ground for canvassing, 
campaigning and electioneering work for securing Tites for 
the respondent in the constituency, with a view to win the 
election. He conic in Helicopter from Kurukhestra 
(Haryana) to Kangra and then back, The respondent has 
failed to include his expenditure of the visit of the Prime 
Minister, in his expenditure return. Besides this, the expen¬ 
diture which has incurred towards the arrangements made fot 
the public rullylmeeting at Kangra on that date has also not 
been included and shown by the respondent in his expendi¬ 
ture return. The respondent has also not shown tho expenses 
of hiring of pandal. arranging stage, recept'on gates, putting 
Shamianas, loudspeakers hirin'- of chairs etc. etc. on that 
date, in the expenditure statement. 

The respondent has incurred the expenses in contravention 
of section 77 of the Act and he has crossed the prescribed 
limit. Thus he is guilty of corrupt practices as mentioned 
in sub-section (6) of section 123 of the Act. As he has 
supported the return of expenditure with an affidavit, which 
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affidavit has thus been falsely sworn, therefore, the respon¬ 
dent ig also guilty of suppressing the material and correct 
facts and swearing the false affidavit. Therefore, the election 
of the respondent is liable to be quashed and set aside.” 

The respondent, while resisting and contesting the petition 
has den ed the averments made with regard to the alleg'd 
corrupt practices imputed against hhn. It was averred that 
the petition did not disclose anv enforceable cause of action; 
the petition had not h'en properly verified in accordance with 
law; the affidav'* filed in support oif the netblosa was not 
in accordance w ] th law and that the copies of the petition 
sunn’icd to the respondent were not true copies of the peti¬ 
tion. 

On 'he Iv’Fis of the pleadings of the parties, following 
issues were framed on 23-5-1997 ;— 

1. Whether the conies o* petition supn'ied hy the peti¬ 

tioner to the respondent are not the true copies of 
the petition, ns detailed iti preliminary objections 1 
to 4 of the reply 7 If so, its effect 7 OPR 

OPR 

2. Whe'her *t>c affidavit filed by th» ’VtT'in^r is not in 



ncrrirdanro wi<h Jaw as alleged 7 Tf so, Its 
able cau=e of action, as 

effect 

OPR 

3. 

Whe'her die petition has not been properly 
verified in accordance with law, as alleged 7 

Tf so. its effect 7 

OPR 

4. 

Whether the petition does not disclose -any 
enforceable cause, of action, a ; alleged ? 

Tf so, its effect 7 

OPR 

5 

Whether the respondent has spent more 
rnonev *hnn the maximum limit as prescri¬ 
bed under law ns alleged in tho petition ? 

OPP 

6. 

Whether 'he respondent has submitted in¬ 
correct statement of expenditure as alleged 
in the petition 7 If so, its effect 7 

OPP 

7. 

Whe'her the respondent is guiltv of corrupt 
practices, as alleged in the petition 7 If so, 
to what effect ? 

OPP 

8. 

"Relief. 


Vide order dated 9-7-1997, issues No. 1 to 4 wore ordered 
to be treated as preliminary Issues Bv this order, such 
preliminary issues are being disposed of. 

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and have 
also gone through tho record of the case. My findings on 
the abovesaid preliminary issues 1 to 4 are as under ; 

Issue No. 1 


The respondent has averred in paras 1 to 4 of preliminary 
objections of his reply that— 

(i) 

the conies of the petition supplied to hint, 
with the summons, have not been attested 
true by the petitioner ; 

along- 
to be 


(ii) from the copies of annexures PI to P3, supplied, 
it cannot be deciphered as to who had attested the 
same to be true copies of the documents ; 


(ill) the list of documents supplied alongw’ith summons 
is not the true copy of the list filed before the 
court nor the same has been attested to be the 
true copy of the original list ; and 

(fv) the copy of the petition supplied alonewith summons 
is not the true copy of the original petition. 

Nothing has been brought on the recotcl by the respondent 
in support of the above contentions. So much so that even 
tho relevant copies supplied to him, alongwlth the summons 
have not been placed on the record. In the absence of 
anything on the record, the issue is answered in the negative 
and accordingly decided against the respondent. 

Issues No. 2 and 3 

Both these issues were not pressed during the course of 
hearing by the learned counsel for the respondent. The 
same are, as such, decided against the respondent. 


Issue No. 4 

The learned counsel for the respondent has contended of 
the petition is liable to be dismissed at the preliminary stage, 
.ince the same does not disclose any enforceable cause of 
action inasmuch as the pleadings regarding the alleged correct 
prac'ces lack material facts required under the law to be 
pleaded. 

The learned counsel for the petitioner, on the other hand, 
has contended that the petition does not lack the material 
facts and particulars with regard to the corrupt practices. 
The pleadings set out do make out a prima facie case and 
an enforceable cause of action. 

The relevant pleadings as set out in paras 7 to 12 of the 
petition have already been reproduced above. The submis¬ 
sions made under the present issue by the learned counsel 
for the respondent have to be appreciated in the light of 
such pleadings. 

In order to appreciate the proposition put forth on behalf 
of the respondent, it will not be out of place to refer to 
certain material provisions of the Act, 

Section 83, which deals with the contents of the election 
petition, reads ;— 

“83 Contents of petition, 

(1) An election petition- 

fa) shall contain a concise statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relies ; 

(b) sha’l set forth full particulars of any corrupt prac¬ 
tice that the petitioner alleges, including as full 
statement as possible of the names of the parties 
alleged to have committed such corrupt practice and 
the date and place of the commission of each such 
practice ; and 

fc) shall be signed by the petitioner and verified in 
the manner laid down in the Code of Civil Procedure, 
1908 (5 of 1908) for the verification of pleadings : 

Provided that where the petitioner alleges any corrupt 
practice the petition shall also be accompanied by 
an affidavit in the prescribed form in support of 
the allegation of such corrupt practice and the 
particular thereof. 

(2) Any schedule or annexure to the petition shall also 
be signed bv the petitioner and verified in the same manner 
as the petition.” 

Section lOOfl) of the Act provides for the grounds on 
which an election can be declared void This section, in¬ 
sofar a s i s relevant for the purpose of the present case, 
reads ;— > 

"(1) Subiect to the provisions of sub-section (2), if 
the High Court is of opinion-— 

(a) . or 

(b) that anv corrupt practice has been committed by 
a retnmed candidate or his election agent or bv 
any other pci sou wi ll the consont of a returned 
candidate or his election agent ; or 

(c) . or 

(d) . 

the Hlith Court shall declare the election of (he 
Tetumed candidate Vo be void.” 

Section 123 of the Act defines “Corrupt Practices", in the 
following terms :— 

123. Corrupt practices. 

The following shall bo deemed lo be corrupt practices for 
the purposes of this Act :— 

(1) ‘Bribery’, that is to say— 

(a) any gift, offer or promise by a candidate or his 
agent or by any other person with the consent of 
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a candidate or his election agent of any gratification, 
to any person whomsoever, with the object, directly 
or indirectly of inducing—■ 

(a) a person to stand or not to stand ns, dr to with¬ 

draw or not to withdraw from being a : mliadf 
at an election, or 

(b) an elector to vote or refrain from voting at 

nn election, or as a reward to¬ 
ll) a person for having so stood or no* '•lord, 
or for having withdiawn or not having with¬ 
drawn or not having withdrawn his candidature; 

or 

(ii) an elector for having voted or refrained from 
voting ; 

(b) tho receipt of, or agreement to receive, any 
gratification, whether as a motive or a reward— 

(a) by a person for standing or not standing as, 
or for withdrawing or not withdrawing from being, 
a canadidate; or 

(b) by any person whomsoever for himself or any 
other person for voting or refraining from voting, 
or inducing c.r attempting to induce any electoi 
to voic or refrain from voting, or any candidate 

to withdraw or not to withdraw his candidature. 

Explanation',—For tho purposes of this clause the term 
‘gratification’ is not restricted to pecuniary gratifica¬ 
tions or gratifications estimable in money nnd it 
includes all forms of entertnimnem and ail forma of 
employment for reward but it does not include the 
payment of any expenses bonafide incurred at, or 
for the purpose of, any election and duly entered 
in the account of election expenses referred to in 
Section 78). 

(2) Undue influence, that is to say, any direct or indirect 
interference, or attempt to interfere on the part of the candi¬ 
date, or his agent, or of any other rerson with the consent 
of the candidate or his election agent, with the free exercise 
of any electoral right : 

Provided that— 

(a) without prejudice to the generality of the provisions 
of this clause any such person as Is referred to 
therein who— 

fi) threatens any candidate or any elector, or any 
person in whom a candidate or an elector in¬ 
terested, with injury of any hind including social 
ostracism and ex-communication or expulsion 
from any caste or community or 

(ii) induces or attempts to induce a candidate or an 
elector to believe that he, or any person in whom 
he is interested, will become or will be rendered 
an object of divine displeasure or spiritual censure. 

shall be deemed to interfere with the free exercise 
of the electoral right of such candidate or elector 
within the meaning of this clause ; 

(b) a declaration of public policy .or a promise ot 
public action, or the mere exercise of a legal right 
without intent to interfere with an ellectoral right, 
shall not be deemed to be interference Within the 
meaning of this clause. 

(3) The appeal by a candidate or his agent or by any 
other person with the consent of a candidate or his election 
agent to vote or refrain from voting for any person on the 
ground of his religion, race, cn-te, community or language 
or the use of, or appeal to religious symbols or the use of, 
or appeal to. national symbols, such as the national flag 
or the national emblem, for the furtherance of the prospects 
of the election o f foa' cnodime or for prejudicially affecting 
the election of any candidate; 

Provided that no "Vtnbo 1 allotted und-r this Act to a 
candiate shall be deemed to be religious symbol or 
a national symbol for the purposes of this clause. 


(3-A) The promotion of, or attempt to promote, fcelinRs 
of enmity or hatred between different classes of the citizens 
of India on grounds of religious, race, caste, community, or 
language, by a candidate or his agent or any other person 
with rite content of a candidate or hi s election agent for the 
o-.diei.mce of the prospects of the election of that candidate 
or for rrejiidTinlly affecting the election of any candidate, 

i'3-B) The propagation of the practice or the commission 

■ >'i its glorification by a candidate or his agent or any 
wbi-r pc’-s--' i wifii the consent of the candidate or his election 
fo the tmtherance of the prospects of the election of 
that candidate or for prejudicially affecting the election of 
any candidate. 

Explanations—Tor the purposes of this clause, ‘suli’ and 
‘glorification’ in relation to vnti shall have the meanings res- 
pcelivolv assigned to them in the Commission of Satl (Preven¬ 
tion) Act, 1987. 

;-l! The publication by a cand'dfe or his agent or by 
any other person with (lie consent of a candidate or his 
elect ; on agent, of any statement of fact which is false, and 
which he either believes to be false or does not believe to 
be true, in relation to 'he personal character or conduct of 
any candxlnfe. or in relation to the candidature, or withdrawal, 
of any candidate, being a statement reasonably calculated to 
prejudice file prospects of that candidate’s election. 

15) The hiring or procuring, whether on payment or 
otherwise, of any vehicle or vessel by a candidate or hi; 
agent or by any other pet son with the consent of a candidate 
or hi- election agent or the use of such vehicle or vessel for 
the free conveyance of anv elector other than the candidate 
himself, the members of his furnilv or his agent to or from 
any polling station provided under Section 25 or n place fixed 
under sub-section (1) of Section 29 for the poll . 

Provided that the hiring of a vehicle or vessel bv an 
elector or bv several electors at their joint costs for 
the purpose of conveying him or them to nnd from 
any such polling station or place fixed for the poll 
shall not be deemed to be a corrupt practice under 
this clause if the vehicle or vessel so hired is a 
vehicle or vessel not propelled by mechanical power ; 

Provided further that the use of any public transport 
vch’clc or vessel or any tramcar or rai’wav carriage 
by any elector at his own cost for the purpose of 
goto' 7 to or coming from any such polling station 
or place fixed for the poll shall not be deemed to 
be a corrupt practice under this clause. 

Explanation—In this clause, the expression ‘vehicle’ means 
any vehicle used or capable of being used for the 
purpose of road transport, whether propelled bv 
mechanical power or otherwise and whether used 
for drawing other vehicles or otherwise. 

(fi t The incurring or authorizing of expenditure in contra¬ 
vention of Section 77. 

(7) The 'obtaining or procuring or abetting or attempting 
to ohtoin or procure bv a candidate or h's agent or, bv anv 
o'hcr person with the consent of n candidate or his election 
—cut. anv assistance other than the giving of vote for (he 
furtherance of the prospects of that candidate’s election, 
from anv person in foe service of the Government nnd belong¬ 
ing to anv of the following classes, namely 

(a) gazetted officers ; 

(h) stipendiary judges and magistrates ; 

(c) members of the armed forces of the Union ; 

(d) members of the police forces ; 

fe) excise officers ; 

(f) revenue officers oiher than village revenue officer? 
known as lnmbardars, malguzars, Pate's. desmukhs 
or bv anv other name, whose duty is to collect land 
revenue ami who are remunerated by a share of. 
nr commission on. the amount of land revenue 
eol’eeferi bv them b"t who do not discharge any 
police functions; and 
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(g) such other class of persons in tho service of the 
Government ns may be prescribed : 

' Provided that where any person, in the service of the 
Government and belonging to any of the classes 
aforesaid in the discharge or purported discharge 
of his official duty, makes any arrangements or 
i provides any facilities or does any other act or 
tiring, for, to, or in relation to, any candidate or 
his agent or ally other person acting with the 
consent of the candidate or his election agent 
(whether by reason of the ofilco held by the 
candidate or for any other reason such arrange¬ 
ment,. facilities or act Or thing shall not be dcerticd 
to be assistance for the furtherance of (he pros¬ 
pects of that candidate’s election. 

(8) Booth capturing by a candidate or his agent or other 
person. 

Explanation—(1) In this section the expression ‘agent’ 
includes an election agent, a polling agent and any person 
who is hold to have acted as an agent in conection with the 
election with the consent Of the candidate. 

(2) For the purposes of clause (7), a person shall be 
deemed to assist in the furtherance of the prospects of a 
candidate’s election if he acts ns an election agent of that 
candidate. 

(3) For the purposes of clause (7). notwithstanding any¬ 
thing contained in any other law, the publication In the Official 
Gazette of the appointment, resignation, termination of service, 
dismissal Or removal from service of n person in the service 
of (he Centra) Government (including a person serving in 
connection with the administration of a Union terrotory) or 
of a State Government shall be conclusive proof— 

fi) -of such appointment, resignation, termination of 
service, dismissal or removal from service, as the 
case may be, and 

(ii) where the dale of taking effect of such appointment, 
resignation, termination of service, dismissal or 
removal from service, as the case may be, is stated 
in such publication, also of the fact that such person 
was appointed with effect from the said date, or in 
The case of resignation, termination of service, 
dismissal or removal from service such person 
cea-scd to be in such service with effect from the 
said date. 

(4) For the purpose of clause (81, ‘booth capturing’ shall 
have the same meaning as in Section 135A." 

The petitioner ha.-, -averred that, the respondent is guilty 
of-corrupt practices, inasmuch, as he had incurred or authori¬ 
sed-expenditure in contravention of Section 77 of the Act. 

Section 77 imposes a duty upon every candidate at an elec¬ 
tion'to keep, ^either by himself or by bis election agent, a 
separate-and correct account of nil expenditure in connection 
-with the election incurred or authorised by him or by his 
’•lection agent for the period between the date on which 
he has been nominated and the date of declaration of the 
result of the election. Tt reads : — 

"77. Account of election expenses and maximum thereof. 

fl) Every candidate at an election shall, either by himself 
o.-'bv his elect ion agent, keep a separate and correct account 
of ail expenditure in connection with the election incurred or 
authorised by him or by his election agent between the date 
on Which'he has been nominated and the date of declaration 
Of the result' thereof, both dates inclusive. 

Explanation 1 .—Notwithstanding any judgment, order or 
decision of any court to the contrary any expenditure incurred 
or authorised in connection with tire election Of,a candidate 
by a political partv or bv any other association or body of 
persons or by any individual (other than the candidate or his 
election -agent) shall not he deemed to be, and shall not 
ever bo deemed to have been, expenditure in connection 
with the election incurred nr authorised bv the candidate 
or bv his election agent fur tlie purposes of this sub-section : 
2J74 GT/97—2 


Provided that nothing contained in this Explanation shall 
affect— 

(a) any judgment, order or decision of the Supreme 
Court whereby the election of a candidate to the 
House of the People or to the Legislative Assembly 
of a State has been declared void or set aside 
before the commencement of the Representation 
of the People (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 
(Ord. 13 of 1974); 

(b) any judgment, order or decision of a High Coart 
whercbv the election of ‘any such candidate has 
been declared void Or set aside before the com¬ 
mencement of the said Ordinance if no appeal has 
been preferred to the Supreme Court against such 
judgment, order of decison of the High Court 
before such commencement and the per’od of limi¬ 
tation for filing such appeal has expired before 
such commencement. 

Explanation 3—For the removal of doubt, it is hereby 
declared that any expenditure incurred in rcpect 
of any arnngements made, facilities provided or 
any other act or thing done by any person in the 
service of tire Government and hslorming to any 
of the classes mentioned in clause (7) cf section 123 
in the discharge or purported d'schnrge of his 
official duty , s mentioned in the proviso to that 
clause shall not be deemed to be expcnd’Uire in 
connection with the elect'o-n incurred or authorhed 
by-a cmvl'dme or bv bis election agent for the 
Purposes of this sub-section. 

(2) The account sbull contain such particular, as may 
be prescribed. 

(1) The to'al of the said’ expend ture shall not exceed 
Snell amount as may be prescribed.” 

Dealing with the scope and ambit of the provisions con¬ 
tained in sections 77, 83 and 123(6) of the Act, the apex 
court In Dhartinaknr M«dan Lol Agafwal v. Shri Rajiv 
Gandhi (AIR 1987 SC ).577), has he’d : 

“ . .The-Representation of the People Act i“ a com¬ 

plete and self-contained Code within which any 
rights claimed in relation to an election or an 
election dispute must be found. The provisions 
of the Civil Procedure Code are applicable to the 
extent ns permissible by S.87 of the Act. The 
scheme of the Act as noticed earlier would show 
that an election can be questioned under the Btatuto 
as provided by S.80 on the grounds as contained in 
S.100 of the Att. Section 83 lays down a‘manda¬ 
tory provision in providing that An election petition 
shall contain a concise statement of material facts 
and set forth full particulars of corrupt practice. 
The pleadings are regulated by S.83 and it makes 
it obligatory on the election petitioner to give the 
requisite facts, details arid particulars of each 
corrupt practice with exactitude. If the election 
petition falls to make out a ground under S.100 
of the Act it must fail at the threshold. Allegations 
of corrupt practice ore in the nature of crifrllnal 
charges, it i= necessary, that there should be ,Uo 
vagueness in the allegation so that tho returned candi¬ 
date may know the case lie has to meet. If the allega¬ 
tions are vague and general and the particulars 
of corrupt practice are not stated in the pleadings, 
the trial of the election Petition cannot proceed 
for want of cause of action. The emphasis of 
law is to avoid a fishing and roving lnquhv. It is 
therefore nccevnry for the court to scrutinize ibo 
pleadings relating to corrupt practice in a strict 
manner, 


Seciion 77 requires a candidate to keen a separate and 
correct acconm of all expenditure 'a ron T, e'’t ; on 
with the c'eciion incurred or authorised bv him 
or bv his election agent’ be*we»n the date of h’s 
uom’nation and the date of declaration of the 
result of the election. The candidate is required 
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to maintain acLOunt of only that expenditure which 
he or h.s election agent may have authorised before 
the expenditure was actually incuned, which 
would imply that the candidate or his election agent 
undertook to teimburse the expenses which may 
have been authori cd by him or his election agent 
to be spent at the clect'on. In order to constitute 
a corrupt practice as contemplated by Ss. 77 and 
123(6) it is necessary to plead requisite facls 
show ng authorisation, or undertaking of reimburse¬ 
ment by the candidate or his election agent. A 
mere vague and general statement that the candi 
date and his workers with his consent 'pent money 
in election in excess of the perm ssible ceiling would 
not be sufficient to constitute corrupt practice." 

Agam in Gaianan Krishm'ji Bapat and another v. Dat'ai 
Rmrhohaii Mevh" and othes (19951 5 SCC 347, the apex 
" ur 1 w!' )e dml'ng w’tb the Question of corrupt practice 
w'tb’n the meaning of section 123(6) o'f the Act. held :—- 

The election law insists that to unseat a returned candi¬ 
date. the coruipt practice mirt be specifically alleg¬ 
ed and strictly proved to have been committed 
bv the relumed cand'date himself or bv his elec¬ 
tion agent or bv any other person with the con¬ 
sent of the returned candidate or bv his e'ection 
agent. Suspicion, however strong. cannot take 
the place of proof, whether the a'1egat : ons are 
sought to be established bv direct evidence or by 
circmnst"nfinl evidence. S'nce, nleodmgs plav an 
important role in an election rvtlt'on. the l<*m>- 
laUfe has ro--yWd thnt the allegations o* corrupt 
prnc*'rp must be pron**rlv al'esed and both the 
material fact' and particulars prow'drd ; n <hr pfiti- 
t ; o" itc e 'f s ,> as to disclose a comr’ete cause of 
act'on. 

Section 83 of the Act provides that the election petition 
must contain a concise statement ot me material 
iacts on winch the petitioner reheis and luthier 
tnac lie must set torth full partieuiais of ihe 
corrupt prucuce that he alleges including as tuil a 
statement as possible of iho name ot the parties 
alleged to nave commuted such corrupt practices and 
the date and place oi the commission of each of stub 
soimot practice. This section has been held to be 
mandatory anct requires first a concise statement oi' 
material tacts and then the full particulars of the 
alleged conupt practice, so as to present a tull 
picture of the cause of action. 

A petition levelling a charge of corrupt practice is 
required, by law, to be supported by an affidavit 
and the election petitioner is also obliged to dis¬ 
close his source of information in respect of the 
commission ot the corrupt practice. This be¬ 
comes necessary to bind the election petitioner to 
the charge levelled by him and to prevent any 
fishing or roving enquiry and to prevent the returned 
candidate fiom being taken by a surprise.” 

The apex court in Udhav Singh v. Madhav Rao Scindia 
(AIR 1976 SC 744), had the occasion to examine the scops 
and ambit of the wotds "material facts” appearing in clause 
(a) of section 83(1) of the Act and the words “full parti¬ 
culars” appearing in clause (b) of the said section. It was 
held :— 

“All the primary facts which must be proved at the 
trial by a party to establish the existence of a cause 
of action or his defence, are ‘material facts'. In 
the context of a charge of corrupt practice ‘material 
facts' would mean all the bas'd facts constituting 
the Ingredients of the particular corrupt practice 
alleged, which the petitioner is bound to sub'tan- 
tiH'e'before he can succeed on that charge. Whether 
in an ■ election-petition, a particular fact is material 
or not and as such required to be pleaded is a 
question wh : ch depends on the nature of the charge 
levelled, the ground re'icd upon and the special 
circumstances of the case. In short, all those facts 
wh ; ch are essential to clothe the petitioner with a 
complete cause of action, are ‘material facts’ wlvrh 
must be pleaded, and failure to plead even a single 
material fact amounts to disobedience of the 
mandate of Sec. 83(l)(a). 


“Particulars, on the other hand, are the details of 
the case set up by puny’. ‘Material particulars’ 
within the contemplation of clause (b) of section 
KJU) would rbereroro mean all the details which 
are necessary to amplify, refine and empellish the 
material tacts already pleaded in the petition in 
compliance with the retirements at Clause (a,). 
‘Particu.ars’ serve the purpose of punishing touch 
to the basic contours of a picture already dtawn, 
to make it turt, mope detailed and more infor¬ 
mative.” 

The above ratio was reiterated by the apex court in Daulat 
Ram Chauhan v. Anand Shapma ("AIR 1984 SC 62), It 
was held :— 

“We must remember that in order to constitute corrupt 
practice, which entails not only the dismissal of 
the election petition but also other serious conse¬ 
quences Eke disbaning the candidate concerned 
from contesting a future election for a period of 
six years. The allegations must be very strongly 
and narrowly construed to the very spirit and letter 
of the law. In other words, in order to constitute 
corrupt practices the following jiecessary particulars, 
statement ot facts and essential ingredients must be 
contained in the pleadings :— 

(1) Direct and detailed nature of corrupt practice 
as defined in the Act. 

(2) Details of every important particular must bt 
stated giving the time, place, name of persons, 
use of words and expression etc, 

(3) It must clearly appear from the allegations that 
the corrupt practices alleged were inpulged in by 
(a) the candidate himself (b) his authorised 
election agent or any other person with his ex¬ 
press or implied consent. 

A person mty. due to sympathy or on his own support 
the candidature of a particular candidate but unless 
a close and direct nexus is proved between the 
of the person a-d the consent given to him by the 
candidate or his election agent, the same would not 
amount to a pleading of corrupt practice as contem¬ 
plated bv law It cannot be left to time, chance 
or conjecture for the court to draw an inference 
* by adopting an involved process of reasoning. In 
fine, the allegation must be so clear and specific that 
the inference of corrupt practice will irresistibly ad¬ 
mit of no doubt or qualm,” 

The mandatory requirement of statement of “material 
facts” and setting forth of “full particulars” to meet the re¬ 
quirement of section 63(1) (a) and (b) of the Act was again 
reiterated by the apex Court f n C. Narayanswamy v. C. K. 
AvJ r -r Sh ilef and others (199- 1 Supp(3) SCC 17). 

The Rnlasthan Hirh Court in Mohammad Yusuf and ano¬ 
ther v, Bbairon Singh Shekhawat (AIR 1995 Rajasthan 239), 
while explaining the expression “material facts” has pointed 
out fbi- difference between the expression “material facts” 
and “full particulars” in the following terms :—• 

“The material facts mean (a) facts necessary to formu¬ 
late a comp’etc cause of action, (b) all the prcli- 
mmarv factH which must be proved bv the partv to 
establish a cause of action, (c) the basic facts which 
constitute ipered’ents of particular corrupt practice, 
(d) all the facts which are essential to clothe the 
petitioner with complete cause of action, (e) the 
facts whVh If established would give the petitioner 
the relief asked for, (f) the facts on the basis of 
wh’ffi ffie court could give a direct verdict in favour 
of th° election petitioner in case tho returned enndi' 

d"t» did pot appear to oppose the petition (g) facts 

which if not proved, the petition must fail. 

A ‘reasonable cause of action' is said to mean a cause of 
action wlffi some chances of success when onlv the 
aJWntions in the pleadings are considered. So long 
us the chum disc'oses some cause of action or raises 
j-orrip questions the mere' facl thnt the case is weak 
and not likely to succeed is no ground for striking 
it out. 
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Jherc is n difference between the ‘material facts’ and 
‘particulars'. The function of particulars is to pre¬ 
sent as full a picture of a cause of action with such 
infqrmatipn in details as to make the opposite party 
understand the case he will have to meet. There may 
be some overlappin between 'material facts’ and 
‘particulars’ but the two are quite distinct. The dis¬ 
tinction is one of degree. The ‘material facts are 
those which the party relies upon and which if it 
does not prove, he fails.” 

The apex court also in Samant N. Balakrishna 
etc. vs. George Fernandez and otiters etc. (AIR 
1969 SC 1201), while holding that the require¬ 
ments of section 83 of the Act are mandatory, has 
drawn the distinction between the two expressions 
“material facts” and “full particulars ’, respectively 
appearing in clauses (a) and (b) of section 83(1) 
of the Act. it was held :■— 

“.The section is mandatory and requires 

firrt a concise statement of material 
tacts and then requires the fullest possi¬ 
ble particulars. What is the difference 
between material facts and particulars ? 
The word ‘material’ shows that the facts 
necessary to formulate a complete cause 
of action must be stated. Omission of a 
single material facts leads to an incom¬ 
plete cause of action and the statement 
of claim becomes bad. The function of 
particulars is to present as full a picture 
of the cause of action with such further 
information in detail as to make the oppo¬ 
site party understand the case he will 
have to meet. There may be some over¬ 
lapping between material facts and parti¬ 
culars but the two are quite distinct. Thus 
the material fads w ; ll mention that a 
statement of fact (which must be set out) 
wus made and it must be alleged that it 
refers to the character and conduct of the 
candidate that it is false or wbi-h die 
returned candidate believes to be false 
or does not believe to be true and that 
it is calculated to preiudicc the chances 
of the petitioner. Tn the particulars, the 
name of the person making the statement. 
With the date, time and place w : ll b" men¬ 
tioned. The material facts thus will show 
the ground of corrupt practice and the 
complete cause of action and the oarti- 
culars will give the necessary information 
to present a full picture of the cause of 
action. Tn staring the material facts it will 
licit do merelv to ouot^ th“ words of the 
section because then the efficacy of die 
words ‘material facts’ wffl be lost. The 
fact which constitutes the corrupt prac¬ 
tice must be stated and the fact 
must be corHa+ed to one of the 
heads of corrupt nract : ce. dust as a plaint 
without disclosing a proper cause of 
action cannot be said to he a gnnd 
pl.iint, so also an election petitkv wiih- 
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out the material facts relating to a cor¬ 
rupt practice is no election petition at 
all. A petition which merely cities the 
sections cannot be sa.d to disclose a cause 
ol action where the allegation is th® 
making of a false statement. That state¬ 
ment must appear and the particulars 
mast be full as to the person making 
the statement and the necessary infor¬ 
mation. Formerly the petition used to be 
in two parts. The material facts had to be 
included in the petition and the parti¬ 
culars in a schedule. It is inconceivable 
that a petition could be filed without the 
material facts and the schedule by mere¬ 
ly citing the corrupt practice from the 
statute. Indeed the penalty of dismissal 
summarily was enjoined for petitions 
which did not comply with the require 
ment. Today the particulars need not be 
separately included in a schedule but Ihe 
distinction remains. The entire and com¬ 
plete cause of action must be in the peti¬ 
tion in the shape of material facts, the 
particulars being the further information 
to complete the picture.” 

There is no denying that when the pleadings 
set out in the petition disclose a reasonable and 
enforceable cause of action and while pleadings 
do not suffer from the vice of non-d'9closure of 
material facts, the court has no option but to 
proceed to dispose of the petition on merits, aftot 
affording ihe parties opportunity to lead evidence 
in support of their respective case. However, when 
the averments made in the petition does not dis¬ 
close a cause of action and that such averments 
suffer from the vice of non-disclosure of. materia] 
facts, the court can dismiss such a petition at the 
pretminary stage so that the respondent is saved 
from the ordeal csf an unnecessary and protracted 
trial on merit. 

As stated above, the case put forth by the peti¬ 
tioner is that the respondent is guilty of corrupt 
practice within the meaning of section 123(6) ol 
the Act by incurring or authorising expenditure 
in contravention of section 77 of the Act. 

Admittedly, a maximum limit of election expen¬ 
diture under section 77(3) of the Act for each 
Parliamentary Constituent ; n Himachal Pradesh 
has been fixed at Rs. 4,15,000. As per the peti¬ 
tioner, the respondent has incurred and/or authorised 
expenditure far in excess of such maximum pres¬ 
cribed limit. However, in the return of election 
expenditure submitted by respondent, a sum of 
Rs. 2,60,152.79 Paise only is shown to have been 
incurred. According to the petitioner, though a 
sum of Rs. 2,10,000 was incurred towards h’rine 
of Helicopter for campaigning, canvassing and 
eleclion-ering work, onlv a sum of Rs 39.207 h'is 
been shown in the return as having been expend¬ 
ed on this account. Similarly, a sum of Rs. 1,50,000 
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though. was spent- on, various advertisement ppb* 
ii£fyN.in different newspapers, only an expenditure 
oil Rs, 13,7 70‘ has been accounted for in the return 
of election expenses. The expenditure incurred in 
connection whii hiring of a helicopter tor the visit 
of the. then Prime Minister and President of the 
Congress Party to Kangra for holding election 
meetings and the expenditure incurred for malting 
-iftfungemcnts for such meetings have not been 
accounted for by the respondent. 

The petitioner has claimed that the respondent 
incurred an expenditure to the tune cf Rs. 2,10,000 
towaids the hiring charges of Helicopter, which 
was used by the Chief Minister with the consent 
of the respondent for campaigning, canvassing and 
othi?r electioneering work. Such amount of 
Rs.. 2,10,000 has been calculated on the basis of 
some, information given by the Chief Minister on 
11th.January, 1990 on the floor of the Assembly 
in answer to some starred question. 

It is the petitioner’s own case that the Helicopter 
had been taken on lease from Messrs Masco Air¬ 
lines, New Delhi. No averments have been made 
in the petition as to the course of information re¬ 
ceived by the petitioner with regard to expenditure 
of 4 the alleged amount of Rs. 2,10,000 by the res¬ 
pondent. Neither there are averments to the effect 
thajt the petitioner had at any time approached 
, th<p'sail; Airways seeking information with regard 
to.-the : ucf Helicopter and the payment of hiring 
charges therefor and. if so, by whom and pm at 
whose, instance. There are also no averments that 
the expenditure was initially incurred by the. Con¬ 
gress Party or any other p p rson and the same were 
redlhhuwed by the respondent. 

Pleadings to the similar effect aud on similar 
lines .were mgde in Election Petition No. 1 of 1996 
(Prem Kumar Dhumal v. Maj. General Bikram 
Singh), decided on 10th June, 1997. It was held 
that sweeping and general statement that the res¬ 
pondent had spent such and such amount towards 
the use of Helicopter and that such expenditures 
were never accounted for without giving the detailed 
and material particulars in respect thereof would 
not be sufficient to constitute corrupt practice within 
the meaning of section 123(6) of the Act. 

Similarly, the pleadings with regard to the ex¬ 
penditure.. of Rs, 1,50,000' towards publication of 
advertisement in various newspapers lack in mate¬ 
rial facts and particulars. According to the petitio¬ 
ner, as against the expenditure of Rs. 1,50,000 
incurred-bv the respondent in this regard expendi¬ 
ture of only Ps. 13.770 has been accounted for in 
the return submitted by the respondent. 

The petitioner has himsNf admitted hi para 10 
of the petit'on that the bills in respect of publi¬ 
cation > of various advertisements were sent to the 
Congress Party of Himachal Pradesh. The various 


advertisements so published and annexed with the 
petition show that the same do not relate to the 
respondent alone. Such advertisements, which arc 
shown to have been issued by the permanent Secre¬ 
tary of Himachal Pradesh Congress Committee are 
also in respect of other constituencies of Himachal 
Pradesh. The petitioner appears to have calculated 
the amount alleged to have been expended by the 
respondent by dividing the total amount spent on 
such advertisements by the total number of con¬ 
stituencies of Himachal Pradesh. Thus, only a 
general statement has been made that the total ex* 
penditure under the head was Rs. 1,50,000. No 
specific averments have been made that payment 
of Rs. 1,50,000 was in fact made by the respon¬ 
dent himself or by his election agent or a person 
with his consent or under ins authority. 

Similar picas were held to be not in accordance 
with the requirement of section 83 of the Act in 
Prem Kumar DhumaTs case (supra). 

Further general averments made in para 12 ol 
ihe petition are to the effect that Shri P. V. 
Narasinghrao, the then Prime Minister of India 
and Congress President had visited Kangra Dis¬ 
trict on 15th April, 1996 to address a public meet¬ 
ing at Kangra for the purpose of canvassing, cam¬ 
paigning and electioneering work for securing 
votes for the respondent. For such purpose a Heli¬ 
copter was used by the then Prime Minister. The 
expenses incurred therefor have not been included 
and accounted for by the respondent in the return 
submitted by him. Besides, the expenditure incur¬ 
red towards the arrangements, made for such pub¬ 
lic meeting, such, ay hiring of Pandals, setting up 
of the stage, reception gates, Shamianas, furniture 
etc. also was npver accounted for by the respondent. 

The pleadings put forward in this behalf lack 
material particulars, inasmuch, as neither the 
amount alleged to have been spent has been speci¬ 
fied, nor a word has been said that such expendi¬ 
ture was in fact incurred by the respondent or his 
election agent or by a person with his consent or 
under his authority. The pleadings on the face of 
it are vague and indefinite and do not make oul 
an enforceable cause of action. 

Explanation-I to section 77(1) of the Act speci¬ 
fically provides that any expenditure incurred or 
authorised in connection with the election of a 
candidate by a political party or by any other asso¬ 
ciation or body of persons or by any individual, 
otiler than the candidate-or his election agent shall 
not be deemed to be- and shall not even be deemed 
to have been expenditure incurred or authorised 
by the candidate or bv his election avent. In other 
words, no expenditure incurred or authorised by— 

(a) a political party; or 

(b) any other association; or 



(c) body of persons; or 

(d) any Individual other than the candidate 
and his election agent, 


9M 

made out. The issue is accordingly found ftgpinsf 
the petitioner. 

Relief: 


' HflflUll, 1 3 , 1»49 


in connection with the election of a candidate is 
to be treated as expenditure incurred by the candi¬ 
date or his election agent. (See; Gajanan Krishaflji 
Bapat and another v. Dattaji Raghobaji Meghe 
and others [(19^5) 5 SCC 347]. 

In the face of the above referred to I&planalion-I 
to section 77(1) of the Act, it becomes all the more 
necessary for. the petitioner to specifically pje&d 
that the alleged expenditure washncurred oi; autho¬ 
rised by the respondent or his election agent or by 
a person with his consent or under his authority. 
As stated above, such pleadings are.lacking4ruthe 
present case. 


As a result of the findings recorded under issue 
No. 4 above, the present petition fails and the same 
is accordingly dismissed at the preliminary stage, 
leaving the parties to bear their own costs. 

Tiie Registry shall communicate the decision of 
the present petition to the Election Commission 
and the Speaker of the Lok Sabha, by sending an 
authenticated copy of the judgment, in. accordance 
with the provisions contained in section 103 of 
the Act. 

August 26,- 1997, 

(Misra) 


Considering the pleadings set out in the pre¬ 
sent case by the petitioner, in totality, it can be 
safely concluded that such pleadings lack in mate¬ 
rial particulars and do not contain allegations of 
a complete charge of corrupt-practice agaijisC the 
respondent as required under section 83 of, the 
Act. No enforceable cause of action has thps been 


Sd|- 

R. L. KHURANA, Judge 
[No. 82/HP-HF/3/96) 
By Order, 

K. .T. RAO, Secy. 
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wt. 232 :—bnifanr smmr vr ffmsrH wr | far nrr4r (2) h fabric 

jtrt sriw fatrw-tntT % frrtr mmw frWH»tr factor (3) h fabrftr? % 

fwr I, sruv uwff, mr ttfubrnr, 1951 

tmr rrtfbr *rtr bnm ikt- wbfwr’wr trrvft % (5) *r n^tT ’tftnt im br^Wm sjnff m 

Trf^nr «R$r ifjfRjssg- tfr 1 1 

xftr wr wrcrbm h rrwpr gw-bn* Tt »ft^T WErartm v frpr Ttf tntvr spp^rtjt 
*r?ff btnr | sfk brobriT opfbr itf trwraTrr ft- mrr | fr Trtr ; 3w shcm/u % fbrrr 
nr *m 

W *TV,. bfafaT «TR>r WfttfbPT sfttnTT lOf % W^tR^t h bt% vf TTTRff TrP*T (4)h ftfbr- 

fflfR r ’4mt Tt tbrs %-fanft vfr ^ %*rr btrtfr fwn=r ton ww fwm qfbq % trmr nhsmf 

wfr 5 ft srrbir' hrfbr apf bRf^t «ftbm fw $r 

ttrtvft 

tt. fbarfanrR prot *ffh, bubn w trwpff 'pt faxsbtT «ft *prp»r 

trVt nro 'Tpt 



1. nwsbrfaem* t>tt% 196-—wryi: *fr vrtbr sprsT, brftr jrt onfwt ffbt h 

frr^tnmrwbwb^t, fwratmrbrofan 1176, wr$r;, ytf^r if 

1993 m it. 5 T. I ttw I 
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1 

2 

r~r—r,» o-i-XTC r , i .t ; , i, i in,.... i i. .•^ 

3 

5 

—i .--r.-- ,Tii ~ "tp ptii nn jL , r^'y.-V' 

5 

2- 

POT ST^T fwTP PPT 

2 59 — PTPT fptnp HUT 

3ft VPTPP, 

fppfap appt «ft prtf *ff 


$ fiarr prarpir f?raWp, 
1993 

fppfap Pp 

to—ptpptopt, 

Pte PTPPT, d^dtp-Um, 

P. P. 1 

PTf<?P rryt if 
PPPiP T^T 1 

3. 

—Mx— 

— MX— 

«ft pbftpm, 
titp wtfon fappi, 

P??fTP p¥t?, P. ST. 1 

—Mx— 

4. 

p«t p&t fatnp trm ^ 

% farr grpfmrftR 

1996 1 

67 — Pi? fptTTP PPT 
fppfpp £p 

sft fr. tft. ptp, 

13/322, ^ PPP, ftPT, 

P. P. 1 

—Mx— 

5. 

— Ppft — 

—Mx— 

3ft TIP PPf^T PT%P, 

PIP P «ft. ?tff, 
fpPT — fm, p. i 

—Mx— 

G. 

— P$t — 

. — p^t — 

«ft ppft? fp?, 

tttp — ppft =FPt, pt. — 

pp?fr %i, fpwr-fTTr, p. p. 

—Mx— 

i 

1 ■ 

—Mx— 

— p#t — 

«ft gppt tip tip, 

ptp p eft. fw — ftpr, 

P. P. 1 

— iPfft — 

8- 

— MX — 

— Mx— 

3ft PPP "fTPK 5*, 
prp-ppft pmf, «rto3fto- 
ppptIp, fwr--Tt*T,p. sr. i 

— prfr — 

9- 

—— 

—Mx— 

sft PPP?4R PPTP PP^T, 

PTP V Pt. TTPPf, 
faPT — ftPT, P. P. 1 

-~p£t“ 

10. 

—— 

—M— 

3fr tip pm pftp, 
ptppp't. PsfrPT, 
fam—ftpi, p . p . i 

—M— 

11. 

pvt sr^r from put 

2 4 5 — fPETTP PPT 

fcftpPTOTTP, 

fafa 5 TP PPftfTP ftfa P 


"F ftp? T'T-f'14^’1'1 , 

1997 

fppfpp 5TP 

Pm PTS P . — 4, 

pttjePlPP, P - P. 1 

^<3tt prfia-p pnyt P 
traw t%j i 


[tf. 76/p. JT./97] 
P, 

IIP. pp. pfap 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1997 

O.N. 232.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidate in 
column (4) of the Table below at the General Election & Bye Election_ lo.. Madhya Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly specified in column (3) held from the constituency specified in cloumn (3) against his 
name has failed to lodge any account of his election expense as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951 and the rule made thereunder as shown in in (5) of the said Table; 
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And, Whereas, the said 

candidates have not 

furnished any reason of explanation for the said 

failure even after due notice 

and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good 

reason or justification for the said failure ; 




Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A 

of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby 

declares the person specified 

in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen 

as 

and for being, a member 

of either House of 

the Parliament or'of the 

Legislative Assembly or 

Legislatiz; Council of a state for a period of 3 

Years for the date of 

this order 



TABLE 



" SI. 

Particulars of election 

No, & Name of Name & Address of 

Reason for dis- 

No. 


Constituency 

contesting candidate 

qualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

General Election to 

196-Jabalpur 

Sh. Shakcl Ulfat, 

Falilurc to lodge 


Madhya Pradesh Legislative Central Assembly 

1176, Naya Mohalla, 

the account in fhe 


Assembly, 1993. 

Constituency 

Jabalpur. M.P. 

manner required by 
law. 

2. 

-do- 

259-Agar Assembly 

Sh, In dermal, 

Failure to lodge any 



Constituency 

Village. Kundlakheda, 

account of election 




Post Palda Tchsi Agar, M.P. 

* expenses, 

3. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mangilal, 

Village Lotia Kishna. 

Tehsil Barod, M.P. 

-do- 

4. 

Bye Election to Madhya 

67-Gurh Assembly. 

Sh. B.D, Patel, 

-do-. 


Pradesh Legislative 

Constituency 

13/322, Nehru Nagar, 



Assembly, 1996. 


Rewa, M.P. 


5. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Manohar Saket, 
Vill. P-O. Hardee, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

;do- 

6. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Jayvcer Singh,, 

Vill. Ulhec Kala, P.O. 

-do- 




Ulhee Khurd, Distt. 

Rewa, M.P. 


0 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tutsi Das Kol, 

Vill. P.O. Hardee, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pavan Kumar Dubey, 
Vill. Semari Kala, P.O. 

-do- 




Navagawn Distt, Rewa, M.P. 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhuvneshwar Prasad 
Pandey, 

Vill. P.O. Ram Nai Distt, 
Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

10. 

-do- 

-dr- 

Sh. Ram Lai Ko , 

Vill. P.O. Atariya, Distt. 

-do- 




Rewa, M.P, 


11. 

Bye Election to Madhya 

245-Bhojpur Assembly Sh, Prakash Rai, 

Failure to lodge the 


Pradesh Legislative 

Constituency 

Jawahar Lai Ward No, 4, 

account in (he manner 


Assembly, 1997. 


Bedullahganj, M.P. 

required by law# 





[No.”76/MP/971 





By Order, 





L.H. FARUQI, Secy- 
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VT. ST. 2 3 3 -—fasrf*FT STT'fnT TT TTAfTiiTTfr ft W | fe ?ft% Wvtit ft (2) Jr 

fht Irtfta fft fcfsn? Frtnr^r 1996 % fbpT aft (3) if fa^N^-efe n pr %, 

*?r«r( 4 ) m^Jr faftfw f-nfa-r irot jtrtt w«r«ff, *ftwt srfHfrrfaw wfsfwr, 1951 ott wtfnr 

w. Ppnff frt tw Fir^rfy % wm (5) if snAfa-qfanr wtff wjww ?rrf«m fttF 

Jr tiwr TgT $ I 

*rk tw smfVzff % for 3n% ft tfr sTTr^en %f?ra «r?rf -smqr Ff^r'pr^ 

mft frnrr $ tffc faqfaF wftFt vt m 'tthtoft Ft wr % f% tp# <mr ^r % farr vtf qqfcr 

*riK°T FT I^ *TifT fl 

trer: w*r, ftnfTF wr>r sftt wfsjf^TF ^nmr iov ^srprwif Firoft : %t em (4) Jr fafa- 

fmz ®TftFcnff «rft?Rr? %fa*ft*ft % ft feft tr^r qft fqtrnr rwr mm fFm^ Ffw % wfnr ^ 

*fk kr % wFur qft mtv’s % rfPr aft ^rarrftr % farr farf^- mm £1 

*rnMt 


%. *f. fanfare •ft fqwT 

fJrq^FT-^r %. *r. «fVr 
rmr 

fJrst’N^r rrsf ft* srwrtfT 

’trr «i 1 -h 

fTS^TT'Pm 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . itr F&r Jf <?ft*P *nrr 
% fw>_ TTTH 1 < <n fJprfqpr, 

1996 

9 —<Wt trftr *mr 
faqfcnr 

«ft wif 

ft9Tft5t, 

rfrp^TRT -jf , 

*tfpT fit, ,c Pn, F. 53 . 

f^nH^r sqqlr ^ aflr 

' ^“!yr qTf%rr n 

w&m t* 1 

2- —>4#t—*- 

—*r?ft— 

<t qqT fa?’ 

T^f^r ?'TTT JTtm t'FZ-, 

7 ;, f^rr . 

— F#t~ 

3. — q?>~ 

--*0-- 

y"r ^ntr, 

unrir\T,q>^--^T, 

fw—3^qr, jj. ti . 

— *0— 

4- - -FTt- - 

—*rA— 

xJm'WTimn 

*n^, f^»=ri ■»>!, 

H. 1 . 


a. ~-nft-~ 

- - q?> - 

>f \*r *?tt f?r^X 

4 TIT W^ST, ft . ^rra’f'lq- 
^fyqtfa'fiq qFrfsfUHq, 
•'kr, f. n. 

--«rft— 

6. --^0— 


r A wiOap n mx TTr^nr. 

4T*T qrTT^r.l'r. 

<!TFW73T t fsrwr n^T, 

f. a . 1 

—q?T— 

7 . — <rft-- 

--qfr— 

Vt^qrram, 
a ft a>r ^Tta r, f\m, 

3T. s. 1 

-~q?0 — 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

8. *TS7 UR ft <tR R1T 

%fai'.npjrc j rfa*fcrf 

1 99t 1 

9—'VfaT ^ ?THT 

>ftr E>? RtT 
a tjt 'jo'fr <Tr. q*m, 

f^RT M4T, if. ’2 . 

fTOfafT 574T ; 
^"sr 

7^T 1 

9. —— 

—<r— 

<T tfk RfT TlR, 

5nnft OTT, z\zz, 
farar tt . a. 

—*r{t~ 

10, — — 

—- 

zi?z, q'r. %. rr, 

% 'ftfs, fW-- ; 0*fT, If . S, . 

— 

11, — sr?ft— 

— 

<T feftsi SPTTT fft? W, 
urn i,i'r. ferO, 

i. 32 , f^nmT, *r. a . 

— 

\ 

12. — 

—'*TJ>— 

<r 

ftift ftfe**r sjrer 
ifaT, *T. >., 

-10" 

13- ~<t-- 

—<T— 

tff ft^T, 

TT^FTR * . 17 9, faqfaqr 

fam'tar, n. a. 

—ftl0'— 

14- 

—<t-- 

*nr< '3 r 7T v -J7T J T, 

o 

im qteCr^sT, fa<?rr<faT 

*T. 51 , I 


15. —— 

— 

«Ct fft^T 9R17: f*W, 
wa % ^Rft, 

ftteTVfaT, *T. a . 

—*0— 

1 6- —— 


Cr <7R^3 5f. 7RTHT, 

IT' '4 

im *T®T, 

f^RT *rtct, n. a. i 

—<t— 

1 7. — 

—*iV- 

*0 fjf fWt< fft?, 

4T*T 9.^171 TfTfr, 

4,>R VfTTT 
fa*rrCtaT, *r. *. 

—— 

00 

I 

l 

Q 

t 

1 

— 

<t tfRft*r, 

m wVf^T, q>. ^rONCY, 
fR^rr O^rr, r . a,. i 

—ftft— 

19. --’Wt— 


>4T RPR fft?, 

UTR q'TPJ RRr, fa*fT RRRT, 

tr. 5T. 

—*r?>- 

2 0. 


JT-^Rr a*fre *n%cf, 

(*r?), 

f^Rritar,^. a. i 

—*0-- 


2574 GI/97—3 
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2b 

qtqafw XT OUTFIT % 

9— Vtqrqfaqqr 

«0 ?fr Ott*t, 

fqqfqq ?mi ft Of 

tft 


fan qrtuTw faqfar, 

1996 1 

faqfaT wa 

fTT^5T »sfaT \1T faFT VRIT, 

*T. 5. 

f-it qrfaq Ffa 
SFT9F 2?T 1 

iT 

22. 

—*0— - 

— 

O tft$ kit, 

OTftprnufareT $ rtt, 
fa?n Ott, *t. a.. i 

—*Ct-- 


2 3. 


—ar^t— 

0| 

0 2FFTTCTTF fa?; 
HFT^q’tTJ^UTr, 

q^rffa farOr, fa?n Oft, 

*T. 5.1 

-- 


24. 


— <t" 

aft TFT FTF, rTFJTTT, 

qrar ft fztt % «mr, 

jfatf Of f^RTT2FTT, *T. 5 . 

— qift— 


25. 

i 

l 

1 

—*0— 

oft TFTfaCrqfa ht%t, 

H FT *T 0. TfaffTT, fi^fa 

farOr, fw afar, *r. 5 . 

— *n£t~- 


26. 

—— 

—— 

«ft a2fTt, 

4 FT f^T qte gTT; 
fa^rr afar, *05 o i 



27. 

—*0— 

---*0 —•] 

aft TTTTTfrn: F5RTTTT, 

5 FT TTO OFT *Tg3T, 
faqT TTTFTT, *OAo | 



2 8. 


—q\t— 

Or f*mqr«r, 

HFT qfffqr, 0*3 af*R2T, 
fasrr Orr, *05 o i 

~q£t— 


2 9- 



aft TTTm : frs, 

iTqqforrtt.Or. 'TfrqrO, 
fOrrOTr, *r. 5. i 

—<t~ ] 


JO. 

—qft— 

—-sr^Y— 

OOfaa fa?«r$F, 

5 ft nl^r afa? Oft, 

foRTXfar, *T. 5 . 1 



31. 

—*(V~ 

-nr-- 

®T. *On0$*T, 

*FT*T«l>F5fa*T (2T*T52 
ST^FFt) faqT TFFTT, *T. 5 . 

—q?J"- 


32. 


— 3 T?>- 

OOnrfaFfa, 

5 FT JWfaJTSffaT, 

faqrOarr, *r. a. i 

— 


3 3. 

—— 

—nfr— 

aft*rat FTFTfwrr fa?r\t 
qjffaqT, TUFT 5>£ ffapft, 
q$qfa fa?rr <taT, 

--*0— 





*T. 5. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

"7 r " 

34. 

iTts3T 

%f?T4 fa4fa5T, 

1996 

9-<tar 4 >p w fa* tar $sr 

O wnf^, 

4"far4T»T ^rPt^T i. 53, 

fsm <t«rr, 4.4. 

f44f44 «44f 444H tft 
*faTTrfa4*R4 ^ 4444 
t?T 1 

35. 

—— 


<t arm artM^nr 4T*f 

44R, aifai srs W44 mr, 

Um <Rt, 4.4. i 

-<t- 

M- 


—bt^t- 

«ft 4m, 

nm^rfTR^Tf, 

frrrr <taT, 4.4. i 

-<t- 

37. 

~4r^r- 


4T4 444n£0, q T^-^farr, 
faWT 4ST4T, 4.4. | 

-4(t- 

as. 

->4$— 

— 

«ft \\4 'm.’P, 

4m>rc 4t^, fasrFflm, . 
4.4. 1 

—4ft- 

3d. 

1 

-wifr- 


O S^r 

4T4 4 4>Z cm, frnrr 

444r, it. a. i 


40- 



<t tfnwc ^Ct, 

4 nr itu v*?ry<, 

f44T444r, iT.4. 1 

- 4 ft- 

41. 


-4$t- 

<0 #4 44T4 \4VO, 
4T4-^14f44r, I'teZ-^TT, 
f5sr?TT-<tarT, 4.4. 1 


42- 


l d—vrtrr (w. ’sr. ^tt .) 
wnr f^mf^rr 

Kt 4\tt4 “ 4^4” 

5-q.sr, 44 1 s, iw- e, 
ftmri fawr—-yC, *r .sr. 

4TJTIT % 4m fafa 1TTT 
ftfa *T tf*4T 4rfH4 

4R^ if im4 T!JT 1 

43. 

—T^t— 

aS-TO^T’SlfaflllT 
fawf'R $4 

<t *44t 34R, 

42, 4HT 

4?. 4*44t 

4.4. 

f^TT WT4t 44 #4T 

afrffl^T 4R4 ^ 4TTO4 1 

44. 

—n>~ 

-4#- 

<f JT^^T 5RTT4 <rm^, 

4 80,54T4T 44T4 l^aff 4T4, 

fa4r-444^, 4.4. 1 





. 76/*T.4./96(l2)J 

Wfor %, 

h.*t.< 3^. q.re'ft, Hfrr 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1997 

O.N. 233.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candi¬ 
date specified in column (4) of the table below at the General Election to Lok Sahba 96 from 

Madhya Pradesh as specified in column (2) held from the constituency specified in column (3) against 
his name has failed to lodge any account of his election expense as required by the Representation 

of the People Act, 1951 and the rule made there under as shown in column (5) of the said Table. 

And, whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason of explanation for the said 
failure even after due notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good 
reason or justification for the said failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby 
declares the person specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being, a member of either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
Legislative Council of a state for a period of 3 Years for the date of this Order :— 

TABLE 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars of election 

No. & Name of 
Constituency 

Name & Address of contesting 
candidate 

Reason for dis¬ 
qualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . 

General Election to Lok 
Sabha, 1996 from Madhya 
Pradesh. 

9-Rewa Parliamen¬ 
tary Constituency 

Sh. Anusuiya Prasad, 

Mohan bag Khalga Uprahti, 
Lohiya Ward Rewa, M.P. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

2. 

-do- 

9-Rewa Parliamen 
tary Constutuency 

Sh. Amar Singh, 

Purainiha Tola Bansa 

P.O. Govindgarh Distt. Rcwa, 
M.P. 

-do- 

3. 

-do- 

ido- 

Sh.. Ambika Prasad Sharma, 

Vill. Kachoor, P.O. Kachoor, 
Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

4. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ayodhya Prasad Kewat, 

Vill. Madana, P.O. Fulha, 

Teh. Mauganj, Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

5. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Arun Kumar Tiwari, 

Vill. Anantpur, P.O. 

Govt. Engineering College 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

6. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Upadhyay, 
Vill. Karaundi, P.O.Kakalpur, 
Teh. Amarpatan, 

Distt. Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

7. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kedar Prasad, 

Vill. & P.O- Beeda, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chotelal, 

Vill. Putari, Post Sagara, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

9. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Chotelal, Rajak, 

Bajrang Nagar, Urrahat, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 
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12 3 4 


5 


10.. 

General 

Sabha, 

Madhya 

Election to 
1996 from 
Pradesh. 

Lok 9-Rewa Parliamen¬ 
tary Cons‘ituency, 

Sh. Daddi Kol, 

Mohalla-Urahat Behind 
of P.K. School Distt. Rcvva. 
M.P. 

Failure to lodge 
any account of 
Election expenses 

11. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Dinesh Pratap Singh 

Sen gar, 

Vill. Basoli No. 1, 

Post Tikuri —32, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

12. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Deepak, 

Sethi Medical Hall, 

Hospital Chowk, Distt. Rewa, 
M.P. 


-do- 

13. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nathu Lai Sen, 

House No. 179 Nipaniya, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

14. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Narendra Kumar, 

Upadhyay, 

Vill. & Post Choratha, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

15. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Piyush Kumar Mishra 

Inf ont of Congress, Bhawan, 
Gohar, Distt. Rewa, M,P.. 


-do- 

16. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Phool Chandra Kushwaha, 
Vill. Karoha, Post, Gadha, 
Distt. Satna, M.P. 


-do- 

17. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh, Brij Kishor Singh, 

Vill & Post Kumhara-Judmani, 
Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

18. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhim Sen, 

Vill. Bouliha, , Post, 

Karaundi Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

19. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Manendra Singh, 

Vill. Bela, Post Bela, 

Distt. Gatna, -M.P. 


-do- 

20. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Yamuna Prasad Baket, 

Vill. & Post Kalwari (Gath), 
Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

21. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ravi Gautam 

Nananda College Road, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P, 


-do- 

22. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Krishna 

Near Chaurasiya Dharma 

Kata, Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 

23. 


-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Narayan Singh, 

Vill. Laion, Post, Badhar, 

Teh. Sirmour, Distt. Rewa, 

M.P. 


-do- 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

24. 

General Election to Lok 

9-Rewa Parliamen¬ 

Sh. Ram Lai Thamarkar, 

Failure to lodge 


Sabha, 1996 from 

tary Constituency 

Near Baba Ka Katra, 

any account of 


Madhya Pradesh 


Police Choki Distt. Rewa, 
M.P. 

election expenses. 

25. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sheromani Saket. 
Vill. & Post Semariya, 

Teh. Sirmour, Distt. Rewa, 
M.P. 

-d-o 

26. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Sajeevan Soni, 

Vill. Dilha Post, Khara, 

Distt. Rewa, M,P. 

-do- 

27. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramawater Kushwah, 

Vill. Pagra, Post, Mahudar, 
Distt. Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

28. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vishwanath, 

Vill. Pahadiya Post, 

Bakdara, Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

29. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vishnu Narayan Singh, 

Vill. & Post Patiyari, 

Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

30. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Veerendra Singh. 

Baghel, 

Vill. Godha Post Bina, 
Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

31. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dr. Brij Mohan, 

Vill. & Post Chhinna, 
(Rampur Beghelan), 

Distt. Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

32. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sheshmani Kol, 

Vill. Purva, Post Padariya, 

-do- 




Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

33. 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Shyamliya Bihari 
Urmaliya, 

Vill. & Post, Tivuni, 





Teh. Sirmour, Distt. Rewa, M.P. -do- 

34. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. ! ihyam Sunder, 

Bod ibag, Distt. Rewa, M.P. 
Hou: e No. 53 


35. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Baba Aughardas Saryu, 

-do- 


Prasid, 

Augirdas Ashram Padra, 
J.P. Cement Road, Distt. 
Rewa, M.P. 


36. 


-do- 


-do- 


Sh. Sita Ram Yadav, 

Vill. Joginihai, Post, Sursa, 
Distt. Rewa, M.P. 


-do- 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

37. 

General Elec tion 
Sabha, 1996 from 
Madhya Pradesh. 

to Lok, 9-Rewa Parlia- 

moniary Consti¬ 
tuency 

Sh, Sugreeva, 

Vill. Mankaharj, Post. 

Bathiya, Distt. Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

38. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Suresh Pathak, 

Vill. & Post, Jamu, Distt. 
Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

39. 

-d- 

-do- 

Sh. Sushil Kumar, 

Vill. & Post, Tawa, Distt. 
Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

40. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Someshwar Teli, 

Vill. Karondi, Post, Kakalpur, 
Distt. Satna, M.P. 

-do- 

41. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Hari Prasad Suryansi, 

Vill. Judmania Post, 

Paipakhara, Distt. Rewa, M.P. 

-do- 

42. 

-do- 

19-Kanker (ST) 

Parliamentary 

Constituency 

Sh. Shambhoo Ram 
“Dhanendra”, 

5-L, Street 19, Sector, 6, 

Bhilai, Distt. Durg, M.P. 

Failure to lodge 
the account of 
election expenses 
within time & 
manner required 
by law. 

43. 

-do- 

25-Jabalpur Parlia¬ 
mentary Consti¬ 
tuency. 

Sh. Devendra Kumar, 

42. Vill. Sansarpur, Teh. 

Sihora, Jabalpur, M.P. 

Failure to lodge 
any account of 
election expenses 

44. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mathura Prasad 

-do- 


Vathare, 

460, Shyama Prasad Mukhcrjce, 
Ward, Jabalpur, M.P. 


[No. 76/MP/96 (12)] 

By Order, 
L.H. FARUQI, Secy. 


R§ fRTRft, 10 SRgjfT, 1997 

234 -—RtPr iiRtfdfy^ strfEifRErrr, 1950 (1950 rt 43) ^ htti 13^ rtIrwrt (1) jrt srerT 

RlfRRRf TO TORT TO% gR (b^Hn 5TRTRT PcRSki fepRT TOR % 9TWSt sf) Rfl- %, qfsr % q-^ 

«ft srrf, r- rr. , fron rtor %RfRR, {rrIrr sfa ^ fesnR to ferpr rtto % tot (toTr-i 

flfaTOft % R<T RR% TORRK TTgR TOR ^ mffg- R wk TOR STT^sff TO, TOfRR TORI | I 

2. «ft *ft. %. fRIRTT 0<+K % RtflR R^f) R5RR qi fTOff TOR % TORRT ¥) RrTOW TTfa t'H RJ 

STRUT TORT RRM TO ^ft fo R t[HT TORR Rg'RTORT R R^T STRUT TO t| R I 
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3, sft 4t. %. = ^ ? df *psr ferpj i: ?i ? w ^4 gr feppi % wato fr4t '44 

srrrT qrr Ttf srfcfDw q-jff fh^R 1 sat fr atrtttt 4 fhrf tt fTAET 4 attr 

tt qf%r i mf ; ffff = r fanrr ^mr i 

[4. 1 5 4/f4 T TTl/ 9 7) ] 
srr4»T 4, 
41. STR. SjTJRTffi 


New Delhi, the 10th October, 1997 


O.N, 234.—In exercise of the powers confer¬ 
red by sub-section (1) of Section 13A of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), 
the Election Commission of India in consultation 
with the Government of Tripura hereby nominates 
Shri B. K. Chakraborty, IAS, Secretary to the 
Government of Tripura, Appointment and Services 
Department, as the Chief Electoral Officer for the 
State of Tripura with effect from the date he takes 
over charge and until further orders vice Shri S. K. 
Panda. 


2. Shri B. K. Chakraborty shall cease to hold 
and hand over forthwith the charge of all or any 
charges of work under the Government of Tripura 
which he may be holding before such assumption 
of office. 

3. Shri B. K. Chakraborty while functioning as 
the Chief Electoral Officer, Tripura, shall not hold 
any additional charge whatsoever under the 
Government of Tripura except that he should be 
designated Secretary to the Government in charge 
of Election Department in the State Secretariat. 

[No. 154/TP/971 
By Order, 

C. R. BRAHMAM, Secy. 
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